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On June 29, 1923, the United States attorney for the Western District of
North Carolina, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in
the District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the.
seizure and condemnation of 39 cases of jelly, at Charlotte, N. C., alleging
that the article had been shipped by the Old Virginia Orchard Co., Inc., from
Front Royal, Va., March 27, 1923, and transported from the State of Virginia
into the State of North Carolina, and charging adulteration and misbranding
in violation of the food and drugs act as amended. The article was labeled
in part: “Maiden Blush Brand Pure Apple Jelly * * * Qld Virginia
Orchard Co. Inc. Front Royal, Va. Net Weight 6%, 0z.” -~~~ -

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that pectin
had been mixed and packed therewith so as to reduce and lower and injuri-
ously affect its quality and strength, and for the furtber reason that pectin
jelly containing added phosphoric acid had been substituted wholly or in part
for the said article.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statements on the labels
“Pure Apple Jelly * * * Net Weight 6% Oz,” together with a. design
showing primitive jelly manufacturing plant with container holding what are
apparently apples, and section of orchard, were false and misleading and
deceived the purchaser, for the further reason that the article was offered’
for sale under the distinctive name of another article, and for the further
reason that it was [food] in package form and the quantity of the contents
was not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the package.

On or about January 8, 1926, no claimant having appeared for the property,
judgment of the court was entered, ordering that the product be destroyed by
the United States marshal. ' ‘ '

R. W. Dunrar, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

14010. Adulteration of chocolate concentrate. U. S. v. 98, Gallons of
Choeolate Concentrate. Default decree of condemnation, forfei-
'}tﬂuzgi{)n)nd destruction. (F, & D. No. 18615. 1. S. No. 15994-v. 8. No.

On April 23, 1924, the United States attorney for the Middle District of
Pennsylvania, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in
the District Court of the United States for said distriet a libel praying the
seizure and condemnation of 93, gallons of chocolate concentrate, remaining
in the original unbroken packages at Carbondale, Pa., alleging that the article
had been shipped by the Jack Beverages, Inc., from New York, N. Y., on or
about April 5, 1924, and transported from the State of New York into the
State of Pennsylvania, and charging adulteration in violation of the food and
drugs act. The article was labeled in part: “Real Chocolate Concentrate
* * * Jack Beverages Inc. * * * New York City.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it
contained an added poisonous or other added deleterious ingredient, salicylic
acid, which might have rendered it injurious to health.

On September 17, 1925, no claimant having appeared for the property,
judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by
the court that the product be ‘destroyed by the United States marshal.

R. W. Dunvrap, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

14011. Adulteration and misbranding of chocolate eoncentrate. Y. S. v.
434 Gallons of Chocolate Concentrate. Default order of destrue-
tion entered. (T. & D. No. 18674, I. S. No. 3242-v. 8. No. E-4836.)

On May 12, 1924, the United States attorney for the Western District of
North Carolina, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed
in the District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying
the seizure and condemnation of 4-3/4 gallons of chocolate concentrate, at
Charlotte, N. C., alleging that the article had been shipped by Jack Beverages,
Inc., New York, N. Y., March 28, 1924, and transported from the State of
New York into the State of North Carolina, and charging adulteration and
misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the
reason that it contained salicylic acid and glucose, which had been mixed
therewith so as to reduce and injuriously affect its quality, for the further
reason that it had been mixed in a manner whereby its inferiority was
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concealed, and for the further reason that it contained added poisonous or
deleterious ingredients, to wit, salicylic acid and glucose, which rendered it
injurious to health. ‘ » _

It was further alleged in the libel that the article was misbranded in viola-
tion of section 8 of the act, in that it was labeled with the intent of deceiving
the public, and in that it was an imitation of and offered for sale under the
distinetive name of another article. . . :

On or about January 8, 1926, no claimant having appeared for the property,
judgment of the court was entered, ordering that the product be destroyed by
the United States marshal. . .

R. W. DuxvaP, Acting Secretary of Agriculturé.

14012. Adulteration and misbranding of butter. U. S. v. Yerington Cream- -
ery Co. Plea of guilty. Fine, $75. (F. & D. No. 19677. I. S. Nos.
20193-v, 20508-v, 20509-v.) ]

On November 30, 1925, the United States attorney for the District of Nevada,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for said district an information against the Yerington
Creamery Co., a corporation, Yerington, Nev. alleging shipment by said
company, in violation of the food and drugs act, in two consignments, namely,
on or about January 16 and February 9, 1925, respectively, from the State of
Nevada into the State of California, of quantities of butter which was
adulterated and misbranded. A portion of the article was labeled in part:
“ Pasteurized Creamery Butter * * * From Yerington Creamery Mason,
Nevada.” The remainder of the said article was labeled in part: * Finest
Creamery Butter.” g

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reason
that a product which contained less than 80 per cent by weight of milk
fat had been substituted for butter, a product which should contain not less
than 80 per cent by weight of milk fat as prescribed by law, which the said
article purported to be. :

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statement, to wit, * Butter,”
borne on the packages containing the article, was false and misleading, in that
the said statement represented that the article was butter, to wit, a product
which should contain not less than 80 per cent by weight of milk fat as
prescribed by law, whereas it was a product which did not contain 80 per
cent by weight of milk fat but did contain a less amount. .

On December 17, 1925, a plea of guilty to the information was entered on
behalf of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $75.

R. W. DuNLAP, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

14013. Adulteration and misbranding of codeine sulphate tablets, quinine
sulphate tablets, morphine sulphate tablets, strychnine nitrate
tablets, and atropine sulphate tablets. U. S. v. the William A.
Webster Co. Plea of guilty. Fine, $30 and costs. (F. & D. No.
19244. 1. S. Nos. 4628-v, 6705—v, 6775—v, 6777T—v, 19207~v, 19208-v.)

On March 3, 1925, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Tennessee, acting upon a report by thc Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district an information against the
William A. Webster Co., a corporation, Memphis, Tenn., alleging shipment by
said company, in violation of the food and drugs 21ct, in various consignments,
namely, on or about July 19, 1923, from the State of Tennessee into the State
ot Illinois, of quantities of strychnine nitrate tablets and atropine sulphate
tablets, respectively, on or about August 7, 1923, from the State of Tennessee
into the State of Ohio, of a quantity of codeine sulphate tablets, and on or
about September 15, 1923, and February 7, 1924, frcm the State of Tennessee
into the State of Missouri, of quantities of quinine sulphate tablets and mor-
phine sulphate tablets, respectively, which were adulterated and misbranded.
The articles were labeled in part, variously: ¢ Tablets Codeine Sulphate,
1-4 grain”; “Tablets Quinine Sulphate, 2 Grain”; “ Tablets Morphine Sul-
phate, 1/8 gr.’ (or “1-2 QGrain”); “Tablets Strychnine Nitrate Grain,
1/40 gr.”: “Tablets Atropine Sulphate. 1-100 grain,” and were further labeled,
“ The William A. Webster Co. * * * Memphis, Tenn.” :

Analysis by the Bureau of Chemistry of this department of samples of
the articles showed that: The codeine sulphate tablets, labeled ‘“1/4 grain,”
contained 3/14 grain of codeine sulphate per tablet; the quinine sulphate
tablets, labeled “2 Grain,” contained 21/4 grains of quinine sulphate per
tahlet: the morphine sulphate tablets labeled “1/8 gr.” contained 3/16 grain



